rman Kolaroff. I declare the
open. Comrade Trotzky has the
report for the French Commission.
otzky. We have before us the most
t and important question. that of

S

fpench Party. S
French Communist Party is passing
ugh ‘a very severe crisis. And stran-

nougbh this crisis of the Party
s with the crisis of the French
isie and its government. I say
ly, because as a general rule it
sely the ecrisis in the bourgeois
ism which creates a  favourable
on for the development of the re-
ry party. The revolutionary
sually thrive upon disruption of
urgeois society.
conelude from the
Wo crises that the French Party
et achieved this autonomy of
sation and action, this absolute
pendence from capitalist society ne-
0 profit freely and largely by
IS §in  this society. I will come
this later in “more detailed

- the cause of this crisis, the
of which no one denies? Some
ition the stagnation and eve

coincidence of

the Party. These
sharp and often
further exceptiona
have not all the s
development of our B
The decline in
a great danger if it
and represents n
Party gathered into
period, certain ele
belong to us by
their point of
being eliminated to
and the determinat;
the diminishe
is not a great dai
temporary featurs
in the political si
It asa w
history of our




THE IV CONGRESS

2%

, factions? Who is
s regime?
r in the same may as
the French Party press
_ s of the situation, 1 will
omrade whom we all know well,
~ PFrossard, who in an article
«Will it never end.” In the
1ité” of 16 th of July, wrote “What
ps we are. What  hair-spliting
aters! What miserable polemists! And
we must pity those real heroes who
to read us!
is taking rather a gloomy view.
those phrases present only an exter-
escription of the situation in the
. Whky are we Byzantians, hair
miserable polemists? This is a
tion which demands an answer.
thermore we ask who is responsible
the polemics, general and personal?
The comrades who belong to the same
as PFrossard, point to the Left
esponsible for these polemics, and for
sime of factions. But this factional
e is often denounced by comrades
themselves belong to the factions
d consider this regime as a purely
ical manifestation, in no way based
n idess and which does not serve to
political purposes. Allow me to read
passage from an article by Daniel
ult, whih appeared in the “Huma-
of September: “As my friend Duret
said, it is only in and through action
a serious and just classification may
a”de;‘ no one -ever answered these

the one hand we see the bitter
role of the factions, and on_the other
the representatives of the two facti-
m that these groupings are purely
cial ane that is only in some future
that we may establish the just
fication of the tendencies within the
1 do not think that this analysis
EATAE
f all one should ask how it is
ose comrades who deny the ideo-
d political form of these factions
elves to one of the three
tant factions of the Party.
should ask ourselves if the
we should wait for some
st classification of the
- worth. If they mean
n, that is the struggle

oo ————

for the eonquest of power | ; :
5 s A" S 4 DY n itself. T
King class, then we were wrong t};]e Wor. e acfil'(: classifies tl'.o' Y
away from the dissidents who "ﬁfirznb"“k' of th . ‘lbsuldjd i );'; 1ntl(: ten-
his ' s ras dietate 'm o AR o simply Aabsurd, ou kn
:1?11(? ;};l{it h\;nbt!?(}uilrltluflrnl:ﬁ a]r;“o )llltsnle - de(slesl.s that during the last year ttrx,t“;?-
Party. ; ods; of th ; standing conflict betwean the
But the whole life of the Pyt ;
be a connected chain of actiong leagi
to the final one, the conquest Ofadln
power by the proletariat, 4
We agree that the present o :
h S POUDinge
are not final; we do not 1)eli(x3e0ltlhl"88‘
is necessary to discuss the cm-r%tueast

“poen & ° pEsEs :
bationﬂ] and the French Party, i, e,

ajority represented by the centpe
the Renoult group.

etriC‘-l to make our French Papg

d the necessity of the United

, as Comrade Zinoviev said

fay 10 the French Commission, we

24 osed by the argument that the

this affirmation. [ believe that {} opp

 believe that therg i EeopR0sccl Y 10 {IBUITEN (e
always be a classification by t@néﬁn‘vﬂl eema‘mondl, um'iti‘ th(v,l form o‘l the
and that when the final Yevolu Clag tod front, was compelling the French

Onary ¢ to return to class  collaboration,
members of every faction will findo’ihthe :Millerandlsm,. Phese are the extremes
selves united. But it is unjust to ?ﬁ o which the misunderstandings on this
French Party which is made up of y : stion led. : i
ious tendencies and does not exist 0§€ - The Tirench _bo\lrgﬂ)ls press is now
side of these tendencies to declare thai king use of this argument; it is our
this grouping is artificial. There must pa 0 jshment for our sins. We are punished
an important reason for the existencs of (i BAVINS OUI CTEMY take over our false
these conflicting factions. imulas malke them more definite, and
The final grouping, some people say um them to lhmx; own 'pohtlcal advan-
can take place only in action. But it was ¢. The following appeared in the
through action that the International hag f lemps - tai
attempted for a year and a half fo | I is not yet certain that this hu-
produce the regrouping in the KFrench § jating docility will suffice to appease
Party, and the International propose tywo anger of Moscow; not every one can
ways to achieve this. It was the action jactice In letter and spirit the policy
in and through the Trade Unions and f,the.Internatxonz}] which always varies
the United Front. Sfuccording to the interests of the Soviet
To conduct an action, one must have JuoveInment and the circumstances which
a clear idea of it, and be supported by Sile leaders of this government must face
the majority of the Party. Kvery timeSSi order to conceal as far as possible
we proposed the regrouping of the Party i failure of pure Communisme.
in some action, there always arose immed it bourgeoisie has mnot invented this
iate obstacles to this action. Some peopl muila. They have borrowed it from
would not agree to the methodical ands & member of a faction in our Party,
organised action of the Party in the S Y have condemned and used it against
most important and largest organisation 6 whole Party.
of Franee, nor the United Front. few days ago, Frossard, who also
It has become a platitude that ones i0sed the United Front, came to the
cannot develop any action except throug :
the United Front, by some ¢ommon action ~~W1th' the principles of the United
in any country where one does not pos In the answer of the dissidents,
sess the confidence of the great majort ﬁi the terminology which we know
of the working class, where the proletaria Which we have read so many
is still divided into various political al ich D the press of our Party and
Trade Union factions, where the mem bed i 2 become the instrument of our
of these factions organised in the. Trad
Unions and in the Partyare only 2 el
small part of the working class. -
rejects this form of action, thh‘tl ©
a piece of fiction, but a necessity,

action comes, the great majority

hat is worse is that we waited
P ear and left the idea of the
Tont to the dissidents themselves.
0ch Party is not the promoter
fmula among the proletariat;
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ISts to propose an action in accord-

the dissidéﬁh : ready

us ‘in this fiel;.r%?ite Beed
:[a.rt,u:les on the reestablish
0ion unity in the «pg

by will;
action, — or 4hee

not  aceident:
Phity cidental
As for the I“’li(’y of th A
You must ac ] e Vrenol
iihbilirty. mdl(h‘;;m?dge gl
e L.e ine ¢
In ternatmi' w'l (i i Party but upon 4
ional itself, We were not
execute our action becagse - gh
ciearly point out the _glroun/d w? '[d
must remove every ideolo -s {)’f’ i A
to this action throngh pg]e;gnl;: : ‘obsta
why the International  itse i
the initiative in the
: ﬁn studying the
ollowing durine t ' :
towardsg the brgnchhepal,i? Itﬁzk’i’fa
a speech I delivered in Jane 1921? au
meeting of the Enlarged Execusive o
the French question; a year and a.HhAan
;!,;g&c[f tr)nusth ac%mowledge that 1 we
the faet rore sti
marking {ime. e
[ will recall only the essenti
of this speech: ! e s
~We do not see in our press, in o
speeches any signs of the severan
between the Communist Party and the
whole bourgeois society. It may happ
that the workers will tell us: “What
you doing there? Why do you not speak
the Communist language? Yon are only
vague shadows, hardly clearer than
Longuet shadows, and fundamentally
same”. [ added: ., We must recognise
appreciate this further fact tha
attitude of the Party towards the
calists is altogether false”. .
I said further: “Friendly, but
tically we must tell = the Frenel
‘munist Party: “We do not
to undertake any revolution
without knowing whether thi
1s favourable or not. But w
demand is that you bre
formally, but in your I
sentiments, in your whole
your old attitude a ou
with the capitalist
futionses St

nee of
either
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those words had
gr, during the

quote some more: ,What we
is that your revolutionary will
find expression in your Press, in
liament, in the Trade Unions, aund it
uld find its supreme expression ulti-
nately upon the barricades of Paris«.
“This is the way we dealt with the
uestion in the Executive. I was voicing
nly the viewpoint of the Executive which
was unanimous on this question. This was
~a year and a half ago. We have fought
‘against the conservative spirit  which
represents the past, for the revolutionary
~ spirit which represents the future. One
cannot say that we have been wholle
successful. Some changes have taken place
‘in the Party. The present crisis, however
‘painful, is a death blow to the conserva-
- tism of the Party.
 Of course, if the Party does not find
~ the force necessary to overcome this cri-
i it may cause a setback to the revo-
Jutionary ~development of the French
proletariat. But we have no reason to be
_pessimistic about the possibilities before
~ the French Party. [ reiterate the crisis
was a result of the factional fights within
the Party on the one hand and of the
struggle of International against conser-
i vatism, on the other. The seriousness of
. the crisis and its painful character, are
due to the fact that conservatism within
* the party has remained very strong, t00
~ strong indeed.
- In Tours, we have drawn into our
ranks representatives of diiferent views
and ways of thinking which have not
become Communistic. This is the cause
if the factional strife which is nothing
else than the struggle of the future against
e past.
Tt has often been pointed out that many
jective factors outside the Party pre-
nted the more rapid evolution of this
arty, such as the French traditions and
‘individualism of the French workers.
' a Party which aims to become a
rty of struggle must not place itself
the internal struggles confining
0 a mere historical record of causes
ng its advance.
borrow a very excellent argument
Vaillant-Couturier. He said:
“that you have to deal with

ged member of the trade

workers pe}‘meated with 3 o
wl}ich prevegts the o]-gamsl;t‘%é‘;llduaﬁ
voluticnary Party. But was s > B how h |

ALY ) : S X g is how he defines th
individualism any obstacle to 1tbhFrB" i Parlty in the working dloss I;k(;le
talists during thg war? Did it ree ¢y the 0-
obstacle to the Social l’thl-iots?Q }ST%M ‘ent'«The Party must not impede the

the power of the police a pe S e R .
and more cspecially, by Ef(lie tll)l ; armg_ ’“"%? Pa%tagral()hs gat,_dghg nlxl/;);r?:; .
public opinion, they exercised grogrc: If %ermmittees’ resolution cannot %)1;11

sure upon the pretended ingiyig. s g Com .o this activity. Manuils|

of the French worker and fortlsft Jo§Tepe have said b th o
into the trenches where he remac’ed iy o nist Party has not done it dom-
four and a half years.” ned gy ;?luthe strike. We say how’evesr tl}lxg

The bourgeoisie has been able
come this individualism for itg g 0 Ovey
rests. Does this individualig
wholly invineible when we muzt 0
it in the interests of the 1)rolet;§iract it

& ! i

the Party had nothing to do with

il
L langerous stat i
yis i & very dang state of mind.
Tmight be said that this state-
a mere temperamental exag-

self? . P ha 1 Howev oA
G L tion. Perhaps! However it is ver
i \Fh}b 1% an impossible argument, Tt ggiacteristic of the mentality of 01131"
be true that there is an md“’idllahsﬁy grty. Lhose are Party members, not

side in each worker, especially
among the French worlger ()I})&ggg&ll% o
his history. But there is also acollect'of
side to his nature. You must learn'lv
appp;\y to ‘xt by showing him that we wiid you know that those who intervened
lead him into an action which requipesfiip the Havre strike were: Mayer, a bour-
all the self-abaegation, all the courage sfois radical, the deputy Siegfrid, since
which he is capable, and you will s ;ﬁecea.sed’, and also M. Poincare’s guns
that he will be willing to sacrifice nygssueh are politics. There was only one
only his material interests, but also bty which did not intervene in thié
life- when the struggle demands it.  Hhike as a party. The Party did of course
But this must be done. When I hearfiggreat deal for the strikers; it collected
a Communist say that we can do nothigg4faree sums for the suppm't’of the stri-
because the workers are so individualistigHkers,and many articles were \\'i'ittor{/ How-
T answer that such an argument onlfffewer, the Party did nothingin Hzﬁfl’é to ad-
arouses suspicion of the Party or of thedisethe strikers and make clear to the wor-
group advancing it and proves, therdkes its political attitude or let them
fmportance. know that the Party was there to look
fter thpir interests and to do their bid-
g without in the least interferring with
e action of the trade union. %
Was told by comrades who are here
gg thp(ll'e were some local trade unionists
f0sald to the Party: do not come here,
.ly(%lﬁlé OPPQS(.’HQQ will compromise us
- C{S'?Y.em.nu‘nt which will say that
o is( 1,3 énig von. a communist strike,
ereupoy? %1)15 )(hctated by_ Moscow.
e flll)ll L, the 11 arty took its leave.
i der)’ fll\_vaxe that there are condi-
T W 11)011 the Party mus’ make
ality of et\;l(,n to the most baqkward
'§Bentati:; © Mmasses or o@ their loc_al
b i es during a strike. But in
: it,e-”ne 'Wou](_i have stated in the
e 1\\43 offered our services to
e ¢aders in Havre, to which
‘®plied: we haye relations with

ndly trade unionists like Monmouseau
1

nd Monatte, and these members say to

a Party: “You have nothing to do with

qeh an event as the Havre strike”.

The trade union question

We have spoken much on this Tl
Union question during the Congress ands
we met the same obstacles, some €ct
of which appeared in the minutes of the
Paris Congress, on the part of the cen
and the Rehoult group.

I will quote to you seversl stateme
of our Comrade Jacob who is a MEES
of the trade union delegation. His lta
Congress speech is extremely charst
stic and important, and 1 say it 1
friendship, it 1is completely WIong
dangerously wrong. s

Comrade Jacob is @ membf;l'll
Party and at the same time 2 full T
union 0

OF THE COMMUNIST iﬁcﬂiﬁamma AL

Mayer and
Us in their
Will retire,

ave to d, w

Siegfrid: do n
eyES! weny .in th&ﬁ
l‘)tlit bwe warn you th
y 0urgeoi itici
will Yetray you. Theve ts oaly ane Pag
Which will be with et b
the great strugol e i
T Pasty, o0 oo o e
. AL you had spoken thus fr :
?trStd day of the Havre strilgén oilz‘hgu\;?y G
S development, after the tragic events
and the massacres of August 28, your
;gltlhoﬁltar would have been 6ﬁhanéeg, as
events.a foreseen the development of
However, our Part i ‘
: ver, y did not take up
flhl_s attitude. We gave in to the tra.u’e'
nions. Comrade Frossard declared that
we could do mnothing on this field, and
%}rllother communist who is working within
the trade unions, comes along and says
at the Party has nothing to do there,
This is a very sad and dangerous state
of affairs, for from such an attitude is
only one step to adopting the mentality
of our Com_rade Ernest Lafont who, in his
speech delivered at the Paris Congress
got his inspiration from “Lagardallism.‘z“
You know what “Lagardallism® is. It is
not syndicalism, but'a mixture of some |
scraps of syndicalist ideology and politi-
cal trickery. And there is Ernest Lafont:
the trade unions are a secondary matter,
and I was made for this secondary matter.
Lagardalle is a great philosopher, and
he is not an official of capitalist organi-
sations. And our Party continues in this
opportunist reformist and non-revolution-
ary attitude basing itself on this phile-
sophy according to which the revolution
must be made outside the Party, and
Ernest Lafont hits upon a very happ:
formula and says: “what have we, law
yers to do with trade union affairst®
And Comrade Jacob, who is neither
lawyer nor a lagardellist but a good co
munist and trade union worker say
“Yes, the Party has nothing to do
It : e
Such a coincidence is extremely
rous. » p
This danger also lurks in |
tion signed by my friend Mon
Comrades Lonzon, Chambellan a
One can understand Monat
not a member of the Party, whe
«We are revolutionary trade
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that the trade
the chief partin the re-
ole for the emancipation

ration is of recent origin, and
after the Paris Congress in the
elasse,*  edited by Comrade
s, with an editorial comment.
n understand such statements on
part of Monatte who is not .in the
but I fail to understand Louzon,
ellan or Clavel, Yvonne or Orlian-
o belong to the Party and are at
same time members of the Executive
nmittee of the C. G. T. U.
t is the meaning of this: “we
te an essential role to the trade
ons in the revolutionary struggle for
cipation? Which trade union? We
carious trade unions in France. Is
. question of the Jeuhaux trade union?
idently not. Then perhaps of the trade
union of our Comrade Monmousseau?
ps. But are you not aiming at the
ation at the fusion of these two
e unions. Monmousseau is at present
ofdihes GanG T UL
ever, we had yesterday an administ-
ive committee of this C. G. T. U.
iich was entirely in the hands of the
thors of the Besnard, Verdier, cte. pact.
re we to believe that under their
eadership the proletariat
wards revolution?

eral secretary

Do you seriously
ve that the trade unions are des-
ed to be the leaders of the working
2 Do you believe that the trade
under the leadership of reformist,
nists and communists who do not
to submit to the discipline and the
tines of their party, is the foremost
tding class organisations in the world,
t a trade union inspired by the
nist ideas which we répresent?
making use of a trade union
'+ you have stripped it of its
and ideological meaning,
he trade union is the
st important thing in

so, if it were a ques-

on led by the best
rking class, well
and getting
11

not exist, and certainly not o o

<58 ', 3
It must be brought into hejy mBFt' us, they do not fall from the hlye
means? By collaboration hefya.s. Wil fhese ideas must be given continujty,
rades who do not belong 1o 1. Gy 2 t he verified by experience, any.

mus R :
they’ and criticised, and this work ‘mugt

and those who are of it, ; e b :
- ond by ol g?j%ne within the Party,

ising the clite of the wopkjy, "8

imparting to 1L communist jy The g‘rozxtvv?'t'40"’.1“'((-11'1()}.‘.whi«.-,llx is made
through it permeating all the o WEESdaY, 15 H“ P ination of the trade
¥ i to the Loarty.

class organisations with thege id(bol‘k

You allow non-party workepg “‘;}S b @
not revolutionary and who are fyy of I yorking
most backward prejudices g (‘ntoft i
trade unions, such as, for instance”
Catholic workers. You are Obligede{ 1
it because the trade unions woulq . . themselves. or
no value aud would only be a repligy: e Wo"k(}fs. QiR ooy ‘O}I‘ that the
the Party if it had in itsmidst omysa g D to bear o #ie
elements as communists and trade o getde U U fa= Sl at least must
ists who are kept out of the P 10 o numerically nlm(_ 1 %{_()Il'g(r" than the
some minor prejudices. 9 party. 16 1S tlhe “’am.“;l%f“‘fb of all count-

bl N AT D z (O 3 ©

However, this would not be worge j 1% whlgh al;;]?())llls"Sdl\inlnlgttthL‘ ]b%“y and
cause the Party is, or at least shouléb g i e]ass s Th(,i].‘ il 0 subject
more homogeneous than the trade unjog working ctu]'o The most Teact :
which contain communists who do n{ Lgt_us b v D OSY LEACUION and

: S : ; pfidious press in France, in Germany
submit to the discipline of their Party, i in fact evervw it
and trade unionists who have no pay in f&IDfE}I'ECa,. L. tM lc"”)a here, and we

- ; ; : ) ind in it always the same state-
and are afraid of the Party, althougy : i i

: : : b ] the working class anisa-
they stand in need of analysmg.thgir s, It .ils~1 ?ml-no, class organisa
N T ol d fins which,  against  the  desire
ideas and their methods and do notha@ i e o
a political party to do it f @arorcing  class  get HoldRROR

D s iR : actions, impose on it their will and

If the trade unions were nothing el h end, by their manoeuvres, i
they would be one of the worst editiosS®e iacting the workine class to | iy, A
el party bjecting the working class to the trade

; ; o : .| tnions.

The importance of the trade uwnioS¥Ey o ot is your answer to this? You
consists in its majority, comprisig €E8GLNo " we offer our services to the
ments which are not yet under the i rking’class and we gain the confide
fluence of the Party, but it is se]i-evideg B e inions. The more Zdvany(r*locg
that there various strata 11‘n thensg?): iR of the working class joins the
unions : the' thou)ug}”)’ ¢ dish t“; bl de unions and the wide mass supports
strata and the conscious strat A trade unions in the struggle, and
are still aiflicted with prejudices M8 , 4 2gle,

L ; e iorm tquently enters the trade unions.

LTSN Qv 2 i G 5
Wl{l(% eone r< maeay Pllllclﬂo b Stlt 0t the same with the Party? We
olution any CONSCIENG. be the leader b t0 gain the confidence of the

This being so, Who is t0 6 o rkers organised in the trade unions. Is

We must nott florget 3]:}1]1”0 e 06 our Tight, nay our duty to come

e a war ! ard e : “neci
Eém'l L nllius: ven the most backwallh. 1 CVery action, and especially
rench worker, eve lult actions as the most courageous
at elements, in order to encourage

and simple. This Pact can only
orkers and to occupy the most

plained by the failure of the Eﬁ:t:n
the trade union field, where SO Ut posts which entail the greatest

i and elements Whi¢ - / ¢
(c:glslfe&]i%lgeri\tgtlldnf\narchism have M Peora(,ilel; to show that the comnéllll.

: “pact’ in order to assul aith ways and everywhere the
s ement. 4 i iful elements of the revolu-
}fxf;'tdo?l?hﬁgvg ibrt(l)lueg;l?’rcl0;711t;o being: % ,f_gl}]]%’gle? Is not this our duty
which el sgeope qge- toa%évzgtis Zm this subject, Comrade Soutif’s
oo Those Joon 0 1N the Jast number, or last but one

jons 1 ;
d ’11?95, we do want to subordinate the

class conscience to the revoly-
ideas. We aspire to that., Tt ig
ol stupid_ to say that we can act by
posure from outside, pressure which
uld not be based on the free will of

___ OF THE COMMDNT : By
o —————HUNIST INTERNATIONAL

of the “(l {2
Appeardd 5 ntg:‘nunlst

th PB ‘l
i8 8 certain fashio e K

nnedbw%vi hdmm
and at the same i)
at, the Left, es?:’ ia)
1 which the Left repres

deas of the [nternati

» Soutif says: “this
a8 Rosmer’s re

lnternminnal,
one deals a blow
i questions o

In this article

slaims J
interpreter of él?cb"
of the working
most capable
Ing its libera

class, and the
organ for assu
élon._ The majority
rejected this moti o e
the Managing Committee
which pretends to be th
i orking class infe
reject such an assertion. An
stated in the organ of our P
member of the Managing Com
denounced the left for having committed
the crime of assuming that our Party
can look after the interests of the work-
ing class better than any other Party.
This is beyord any understanding. How
can we expect to gain the confidence of
the working eclass, if we allow ourselves
in this fashion in our

of a party
guardian of w

to be denounced
own organ and by members «f our
naging Committee? Can such a state of
affairs be tolerated for weeks? A live
party which wants to gain the confiden
of the working class, ought to immedi:
tely teach the A.B.C. of Communism to
the author of this acticle. ;

This is not the only article, but
of a long series of arficles which w
denounced in letters, pourparlers and

And the consequences were— the He
strike and the general protest st
towards the end of the Havre s
atter the massacres of August 2:

You are acquainted with all
events. The Havre strike lasted




This appeal w
manité* on  Monday.
lers are announced to the
“and the general 24 hours
ed for Tuesday, the next day.
s is the statement that “the
» workers have decided to strike
hile waiting’ for the general
his means Monday alveady!
arty had nothing to do with the
strike, as our comrade Jacob has
[{ was an economic question; they
omically killed four workers and
ed several — so it was purely a
Union question. So, of course, there
dustrial organisations which take
of this sort of thing. It is the
workers for example, ,while
ting which means sabotaging real
‘ Y jumping into a strike which
v a general strike.
‘hat did the C.G.T.U. do? It bowed
» Building workers. Why? Because
not want to give up its place to
anarchists who claimed to be more
olutionary than the others, and who
ld say “we called the general strike
| the syndicalists and semi-communists
C.G.T. U. have sabotaged our great
ovement® — which was not really a
novement but just a slogan for the mo-
tv [

1ey helped to commit this error; and
did the Party do? The Party gave
to the C. G. T. U. It was a perfect

n of errors. Who commenced the
e affair. It was some young anar-
— who were perhaps not so much
ame!—who went to the headquarters
organisation and said: “We have

o something®. They found a com-

e who answered: “Yes, of course we
o something; let’s call a general

d the C.G.T.U. obeyed: and the
eyed. The Party which had little
ith the Havre strike, which

ike a superfluous organism
is conflict between the Havre
capitalist society. And when
“intervene it humbled itself

vas a dshacle—a com-
ecause it was prede-
and the articles

to you claimed

king class of

France between Monday anh
a general Strike. Was thig po )

Even in a country Wheresslm ,
control of the telegraphie Systwe ay
radio system, as here in Rus(;’.na‘
the Party is strong, where tlm Whe
work in full agreement witp t\}e gy
and where there are neithep par]te' ay
unions opposed to ours, such s
would be impossible. For instanca
we wanted to organise a demone’
.in honour of the Fourth Worlg CStrati
we had to explain to the Workm%n 5
the ourth Congress was. Amg What
soldiers who passed you on the 7%
vember there was a certain enthul.N
which you have perhaps noticeq S_las A
caused this? There were among thh
young peasants who do not know g
raphy very well and who ave ignopgy
what was going on in France, of whoz’
was going on outside Russia. So We h:d
to explain to them what the Fonrth Woy
Congress was. And what were we aski
them to do after all? Just to pass befon
the foreign delegates and extend they
their fraternal salute.

o

UiR

&

But you, who demanded that the Brench -

working class proceed to the Geng
Strike, it was your business to explan
to the working class what was going on
at Havre. and not just to use the simple
formula “a government of murderers,,

[n France they manufacture such f
mulas better than in any other fcounty.
But this was not enough; it was nee
sary to explain to every working man
and women. to the agricultural work
and peasants, what had been gomng
at Havre: That they had killed four wi
king men now, after having killed a2
million and a half of them during i
war. They should have been shown Pﬁ“’
tographs of the dead, if possible; HES
should have been shown the portraifs &
the children of these murdered work ;
You should have immediately sent 0ub:
comrades who understand these question:
and the life of the working class, ]
Who have met the families of t8
workers and shared their gr“let Sg
they might later recount this ho
the working class. :

It was necessary 10 :
giately, in Paris and all over the fs
a thousand of your best commui>®

K PR ] a
revolutionary trade unionists—H<
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with the O‘G.T.U.-—apd send them
W the country; not just in eyery
0 of Paris, but all over the country,
e towns, and the agricultural dist-
i phus an intensive propaganda could
0% 40 At the same time there should
m%eeﬂ ablished an edition of three
aveuf million pamphlets, appeals which
fﬁ Cinform the working class of what

:as going oM and calling on them to

U < i
rotgi’ Zpould one immediately plunge into

94 hours ganm’ql Stl'ikfz? No! The whole
orking class must. be set inmotion by
“intensive prnpagz}qda which can only
? carried out by diligence and applica-
~ The first qonditmn is that the whole
matter pe explained to the .worylgmg- class.
Why did they not do this? They were
raid that the indignation of the working
Jass would not last for, three or four
ays. This sh.owed an apsolum lack of
5ith, the typical ]apk of confidence of
he bureaucracy of our revolutionary
aions and of our communists in their
ftitude towards the working class.

Applause).

Ag I said, the story had to be told to
he working class; the facts should have
gen given to them. The miners of the
Pas de Calais had already started work,
ad descended the pits and only learned

erwards that a strike was declared.
Naturally the movement was completely
paralysed and compromised beforehand.
And T doubt whether there could have
gen any other result.

And then we had to save—naturally,
not for always—the dissidents, the te-
ormists, the Jouhauxists. Why? It is
quite simple, comrades: the bourgeoisie
0 killing four workmen put its friends,

' dissidents and reformists, in an ex-
tremely difficult situation. With reforms,
With conceptions of a national bloe, with
he participation of Jouhaux in bourgeois

herings which sought to better the lof

the workers—you can still dupe the
tkers. That is why the Hayre mas-

e was almost a mortal blow for our

i
Dossible’ propaganda and _agitation
uld have beenpuéjed, demanding of the
;H»'-ISt CG.T. and of the dissidents,
b (_flo you propose to do now? This

is not a matter of the Dic
Proletariat, We ureﬂ;?‘w. ;
¥°,“ now, althongh, of cour
aithful partisans, But what are yo
against the hourgeoisie which "~ h:
s e
se 1o do agai %
against, Poincaré;g' st e O0Re
I This is 4 question which should
t);;,en repeated every day and repeated by
¢ agitators of the Party in the 3
unions, at every street corner, in every
part of  France, in every villa
where there was a working man or womasjz,
and this should have been continued fo
one or two weeks, This would have hee
a great event in the French movemen
Bqt instead of doing this, they COMPro-
mised the whole situation. Tney launchéif"
this mad appeal for a general strike. One
does not announce cn Monday that a g
neral strike will take place on Tuesday,
as naturaly the Dissidents and Reformists
would find a pretext for evading the issue
and saying: “We shall not participate i
such a risky enterprise.* '
And, as the general strike was compro
mised in advance, they decided to give
one day’s wage for the relief of the m
dered man’s dependents. And even thi
they hardly did. But every oneseems
have forgotten the crime of their passi
vity because the attention of ths workers
was concentrated on the general strik
which was so dangerously compromise
And then, the “Temps* wrote: T
checking of the general strike constitutes
and encouraging sign for the fature.
And the “ lemps® was quite right. A
~«PHumanité¢ said “The bourgeoisie willk
profit by this unheard of passivity of the
working class.® L
Tt was indeed a formidable cheek; bu
on the morrow they stated that it wasa
great success in spite of this. And thi
position was indefensible they w :
to say: “The bourgeoisie will pro
this unheard of passivity of the worki
class.© They always throw the respo
bility on the shoulders of the
.~ class. When the C. G. T. U.or th
meet with a defeat they al :
the blame to the working
a custom which the workin
not tolerate. The workers sl
their leaders to analyse th
in order to learn isometm?g
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d faith of the comrades who
ench Party during that period.
v 26th 11921, we sent a confi-
of the Hxecutive to the
itral  Committee containing  friendly
riticism and suggestions on the parlia-
tary activity of the Party, the rela-
s of the International, the parliamen-
tary reports in the “Humanité” (Comrade
rthe Bigot's declarations to the Com-
ion confirmed the correctnes of our
iticism); on the relations to the syndi-
‘calists the work in the Trade Unions,
nd the reorganisation of the Central
ommittee.
This was the first time we proposed in
written form, the ereation of this terrible
igarchy known as the Political Bureau
f the Central Committee. Our letter
rthermore contained criticism on the
tructure of the  Party, the failings of
the “Humanité” and the control of the
0 Dress. .
On the Ist of October 1921, we sent a
telegram to the Party inviting Frossard
d Cachin to come to Moscow.
- On the I5th of December 1921; Open
_etter of the HExecutive to the Marseilles
ngress containing criticism of and
uggestions on the weakness of the
eadership of the Party, its discipline, its
Trade Union policy, the control of the
press, the Right Wing, and the “Journal
u Peuple”.
This was not the beginning: the begin-
ning had bheen made in the conversations
ith the delegates on the Third Congress.
hen followed the resolution on the con-
ol of the press in July 1921, when the
abre question came up for the first time.
e tackled this question a third time
December 15th. 1921. Of course, we
erated” the importance of Fabre,
all those we expelled are now
ing themselves around the “Journal
euble”; the abcess is forming, but
¢ outside of the Party with the
he now famous race for suburban

$ on the penetrations of the
| the factories the introduction
men in the leading hodies of
he indifference of the Party
ternational.

—confidential letter
mmittee containing
on the tolerance

to the leaders of the Krench Party

shown towards the “Journal du-p
For the third time the decisioxlseuple"f,
Bxecutive were not carried oy, gf.the
continued to be tolerated, the pep..ion
of the' Party with the Internation i
Presidium and the Political Byp,
the Parby were not changed, [f yoi' o
me why I do not mention the gy oK
it is because none were sent. Wers

January 9th. 1922, — resolufion on
resignations “Marseilles; telegram 4
the representatives
Moscow.

This commences a new series.

January 13th. 1922: Telegram re
the invitation to the French dele
connection with the crisis.

January 23, 1922: Telegram callip
Frossard and Cachin to Moscoy ang
announcing the inclusion of the Trench
question in the Agenda of the Enlargeq f
Executive of February. 978

January 24, 1922: Telegram (Iemanding
the presence of Frossard and Cachin, ang
emphasising the unfavourable impressiop
created by their absence.

January 27, 1922: Telegram again de-

of the p mfé;ﬂili%

Deating
Gates i |

manding the presence of Frossard “whoge
absence would create a very bad impres- S§
sion upon the Executive”, and announcing
that the meeting of the Iinlarged Bxecutive
would be postponed for a few days to
enable Frossard to he present at the
opening.

During those few days, when we were
preparing to bring the French question

before the International and the affiliated
parties, we questioned each other daily
by telephone: /
“Well Zinoviev, do you bhelieve he is
coming?”
“How do I know?” :
“Well, Trotzky, do you believe heis
coming?” 3
“] do not know anything about if.
We wait, we send telegrams. If We
could have gone to Paris at once to O
sult with our friends there, each one?
us1 would have desired to be the first @
take the train (Applause).
We had to dgsc?llss, analyse, and 501"&
the difficult problems of the Frencs
Party. We sought to invite its mgh i
representative leaders  to discuss %
problems with us. We sent five telegra

induce them to come to Moscow.

four LIMES;

gk
iF

the same period, we had th
uring %hetwceﬂ Radek and Cachin 13
lto induce him to come to Moscow,
iy 1922: meeting of the Enlarged
r.ve_ Resolution on the Prench erisig,
et opportunism-of the Leff Bloc,
iticls pourgeois pacifism of apathy

on 3
o E?flts the Trade Unions, of the defects

Party leadership and of federalism.

Ofﬁ?;l: Qentrist Delegation agrees to expel

abre- . he fourth time that the ue-
This 1sme re-admission of those (\{vho

stion Od in Marseilles, and of the appli-

1 {
19‘?1%3 of the Trade Union theses of Mar-
o

eiues‘
k' ril

1s brought up.
1922; National Council of the
Party.
Fr;}l:; 9, 19322: Expulsion of Fabre by
ne Executive (the qugstion' had come up
: the Hxecutive finally applied
s 9 of the Statutes).

icle i :
s 12, 1822: Confidential letter to the

May

entral Committee with criticism and

guggestion on the following questions:
Lack of Party Policy;
Growing influence of the Right

Wing Passivity in the Fabre affair
(for the sixth time);
The silence of the “Humanité” on

burning questions;
Passivity towards the Anarchists
and the Syndicalists;

Hostility to the United Front,
campaign of the “Humanité’ and
the “International” sabotaging the
action of the Comintern;

Undisciplined action of the Party

with respect to the decisions of the
Comintern;

Unwillingness to apply resolutions
adopted by the various French de-
legations in Moskow:

Recalling  the various previous
attempts at concilation of the Inter-
National;

Invitation to clarify the relations
between the Irench Party and the
International.

At the same time, telegram to
: FI’OSS&I‘(I demanding his presence at
he meeting of the Bnlarged Exe-
Cutive in June.

June 1922 Meeting of the Enlarged
- “Xeeutive Resolutions on:

The structure of the Party;

s International discipline;

The Seine Federati
The trade Uhi?n question
The Uniteq Front; .
The Left Bloc;
'I:he Party Pross; A
The factions in the Party;
’I‘l};g %u;}t- of Daniel Renoult;
s fabre affair (for the ,sgVenﬂ"g
The Congress of the Party;

The necessity for a stronger

T %gglztra%h()ommittee. . =
22: Three telegrams demanding
the expulsion of Verfeqi L
Lafont from the: Par?;.eud’ s agﬁ

July 1929 'Le'_oter to the Seine Fede-

ration on:
Federalism and Centralism;
Article 9 of the International Sta-
tutes; ;
The Fabra Affair
time);
Discipline.
September 1922: Message to the Second
Congress of the French Communist Party
dealing with the questions enumerated in
the preceding letters.
October 1922 (6th): Supplementary mes-
sage to the Congress of Paris concerning:
The new vote on the 21 conditions;
The expulsion of Verfeuil. SES0.
November 1922: Several telegrams in-
viting Frossard and Cachin to attend the
Fourth Congress. SR
All thesse letters, telegrams, proposi-
tions and suggestions sent by us during
a year and a half, as a rule were not
replied to. This is the time comrade
Frossard claims to have gained. We claim
that this time will be inseribed in the
history of the French Parvy as a total
loss, on account of the passivity and the
political inertia of the responsible leaders
of the Party during that period. :
Let anyone tell me which among these
suggestions could be detrimental or d
gerous to the Party. Why was it necessary.
to gain so much time in the expulsion
of Fabre which was su_ch a s1mple‘
indispensible act, and in its so tiol
the problems of the manageme
press, of the political bureaw
cially of the activity in the Tra
and the United Front?
No one claims that the
International are infallable; but
show that the Internatio

(for the eighth
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s in these suggestions, pro-
resolutions. And let anyone
the French Party has profited
negleet of the suggestions of the
ational. Let anyone prove to us
anything has been won by this
usal to act on the motions of the
rnational.

hen the general secretary of the Party

mlams that he has gained time against
“International which menaced to

- destroy the Freneh Party, it is evident
that the permanent propagandists must
say the same thing in even simpler
shion. For instance, comrade Auclair
leclared to the Youth that the decisions
of the International were based upon a
iekery —this is his own expression.
- When we ask Frossard whether he had
delegated Auclair as propagandist he
answered that this was only a temporary
‘measure, - which is true.
~ But after the Congress of Paris we
still see the same comrade in the same
ice, and when we object to our French
comrades of the Centre they reply that
we are exageerating. We exaggerated in
the case of Fabre, we exaggerated with
uelair, we exaggerated with our propo-
itions for the United Front and the
ctivity in the trade unions, we exagger-
ted 1 the matter of the management of
he Press—we always exaggerate.
But it is natural that we should oppose
- such anti-communist manifestations as the
actions of Fabre and Auclair, or the col-
laboration with the bourgeois Press. Each
f these facts has its roots in the tradi-
ons of the Party. It is false torepresent
em as unimportant: they are symptoms
ich show clearly the character of a
mrade. What more certain symptom
you want that a man is not a com-
st?2  When Frossard declares that
solution of the International threat-
to destroy the French Party, and
en Auclair adds to this that those
utions are based on trickery, what
“the opinion of the less enlighteped
ts of the Party?
1ave precise _testimonials brought
- our Comrade Louis Sellier—
st not confound with Henri Sellier
expelled from the Party. Louis
for a time representative of
arty in Moscow, When he
he was offered the post

T e
" AR : 4 ide on a most painful question
?lfl ftegl?‘};d ((it”r:g gl?:b]Ylitfll]ll\; :xlrlhmh Dty ‘}ff;ty, the workeirs’ 0pposition,
: S WSV il Y : self and  sever :
the Irench Party. We made [ ght Of gy v myself and several othep

s were censured by the Commjs.

is acqu
Ay ) : :
: o oave our advice.” We felt encg.

ance in Moscow and we shara tihig
; R}

opinion of -him.

Wwe o . 5 1 :

e e R ey ‘ 7 the fact that an International

i AT oL gt g MR o o
Certain Absurd L-gends ’J’Jheu:v Léqmdate' i etuf us felt hum”mtfd Pl

ST R S DRy Lote . : party. On the contrar
“There are certain comrades gya; g e Forty- L wla )
; S am v e s ahle

who are certainly very clevep. 'I‘!&ng Uy jndeed ]LlaygéstitgnbO\Viz}ll)letht»o ~golve
gin by affirming, with their hapd jmportant 9 e aldiod

nunist International.

, ?I‘lgqfi?lw.ventioll of this Commission
4 an excellent result for our Party, as
o Workers’ Opposition ceased as the
sult of fit. R ;
“\ell, what is the )dlgmty of a Party.
s interest of the Party is the supreme
- ‘pefore which all of us must how.

s is the dignity of the Party and of
wch member of the Party. (Applause).

their heart, that they were ang il
comletely devoted to the Russiap réval §
tion. But...” and now begins 3 Serieg U
menacing, solemn and absurd “buts”iaof:
“ifs”... “But if Moscow desires tg redigs |
the Party to the condition of aSm;ﬁ
mercenary and servile sect, if it wigpa
to rob the Party of the smallest tra.ces
of independence, if Moscow wishes %
(talStalI)’hSEcl 5 B’Pl‘mam?t tfk;mllotine Within S I have insisted on this point because
he Party...” He says further; & e e

“We would fail%n our elementary quty g0 the Pa}’ls CO)HgL(aa_ this bogey.of the
A : : : “Ary duty Lionity of the Party was brought forward
If we: did not shout to our comrideuis all know the situation created b
E};?nfrn&{gﬁltﬂ’sﬂilfh“b\u"}ﬁ" etfl}é;,lz gléey Ao %h%uParis' Congress. Some months i)Pf()I‘Z

o ] J€ m‘i.7 _4' b s6 Smine' i > & i3 ; ¢ A De

statements about Moscow some of the | :;he 'Gongtl‘qubblgé} r}}d%h}\”o%}%ed ‘the for-
most insidious of which we have reprinteg fmadon ot a e Two - strongest

Bt . m ey ¥3 A 3 2 28
above. Moscow does not want the Thirg geiiacions. ‘I?ledCA n.t,(‘{‘ 2}11(1] \“1‘ Left, against
International to fail as the Secong Sheight; and with a certain attitude—
failed” Hhall T say a waiting attitude—towards

the Renault-Donical group.
b What was the idea of this plan? It was
ite simple. The struggle of these vari-
juis groups had been predicted by the
xecutive. Comrade Louis Sellier told us
0er and over again that if the Conser-
pidtism of the Centre persisted, the for-
(nation of factions was inevitable, as a
tssary and healthy reaction within
Party to prevent it sinking in a

It is Louis Sellier who wrote this. We
must shout to the comrades of the Centre
that Moscow does not desire to create a
small mercenary and servile sect. Itis
a member of the Centre who says this:
Louis Sellier reports this declaration:
“If Moscow wishes to rob the Party of
all traces of independence .. etc.;’ We
have heard similar \\'nrdsd in Ehe %azggt
French Commission; the dignity OIS e
French Party would be menaced dy ¢ 2 ug}fclfg :giteh{l s that hiae o
tain interventions of the [nte.rnatlolgfzh eSS was (,.Om,l:“o,]L e [,‘11('15 lgeVlfdgl‘f
These are sentiments, a mentality WHlCHSE e we had to render
Tt ST « and which WeSEROSSIDIG for the Party to participate
is wholly foreign to us anc W oUtside  work. The © Renould Duret
Al understand. ) ission meb here lion at that time was putting up a

Last February a Commission 1 o b enorootic - PA o b‘t %
on the Russian question. This Commom ited Fpop opposition against the
on was presided over I believe, byestio i
rade Marcel Cachin. [t was a qué i

i ft‘on’r.. There was then no possi-
Y0 collaborating with this faction,

of some minor disorder within OlrllllniSSW

sian Party. Unhappily, this COMIESS

gglllllfde Executive was aware that in
! cl some excellent working class

) : : s we cani

did not meet in Paris because wen(é

hold our Congress in Paris.

D

glts who were firmly opposed to
tklntqmmusm and  collaboration

do. S0 t¢ Dissidents and reformists—that
perhaps we shall be able t0 i S8y, th 5 S
L et Commlw, o lq‘ey were workers animated

was composed of foreing comrades ¥2 €volutionary spirit but were

OF THE e
_OF 100 COMMINISR N kmom A

l‘l):ldly informed.
C  assume
attitude, mAde

Towards thls ‘tendenc
waiting  but  critica
At the same time "
4 \Ne time we peyer
10?cﬂract that, despite this or t?mtli?r%d
1€ Left, 1t wag the Left which rep-

resented the forwapq movement of tﬁg

P&[’ty in o e
) 5 %
passivity, Pposition to conservatism and

On the othep ha A
‘ T hand, we never peglected
the Centre, despite theip errorsegwehiéh :

threatened the ver ]
ed °ry foundat '
P?rty. This faction includeg l%,nsn?ltmgg-
0L excellent, working class elements who
on a basis of revo-
e therefore proposed

e two lar 34
the Centre and the Left, mgeor%:'gpts‘;

facilitate the task of the Paris Congress
which was precisely to define the %deas :
of the Party and to'create Central organs
In order to direct it. The factional strug-
gle brought the Party to an impasse. -
They had to propose a combination which
could by no means be perfect, but which
provided a more or less convenient
solution for the coming year. an

This bloc was to proceed against the
Right, cn the grounds of certain resolut-
lons inspired by the communist spirit and
drawn up by the Left. The negotiations
with regard to this bloe began in Moscow,
with Comrade Louis Sellier, Comrade
Louis Leiciague, and Frossard, represen-
tative of the Centre. :

We always insisted that this bloc should
be founded on a revolutionary basis. It
should be energetically directed against
the Right in order to solve this problem
finally and definitely. Thus we had the
possibility of vigorous action and the Party
would have been ahle to present itself
before the Fourth Congress as a Party
much more disciplined and capable of
leading to action. A :

- This was said and repeated a thousan
times; if the Centre opposes us, if it lets
itselt be led by reactionalist elements, b;
lethargy and “gaining time* we think
will decay, and its decay will p
the most serious crisis for the
Party. :

Now I >
the negotiations which took pl
for tha constitution of central orga
the Party. The various factions
themselves against obstacles with:

do not wish to speak here
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day after the Paris Congregs i
“TKe Fourth World Cong%csggwitH' ol
the situation of the Party. . i ‘X
itself engaged in a strugele Wh[imw
res around the point as to Whet? oy
Congress be deprived of itg vight ¢ ley
those men in whom it hags Qonﬁd(? Chigge
who are charged with the duty of/nce‘.an :
enting it in the directing organg Uepr

Party”- of

s t0 elect an Executive Com-
" that there was nothing left,
to turn to the International
order to restore the fabric
the errors of the Centre,

I already told you that |
t’gO into the history of the
1d noo'ress- Nevertheless there was
S%Oe%?i which I cousider necessary

ons, questions
ways very painful.
made excessive demands. This
o and always oceurs. But the
ame about through some propo-
ch were quite plain, not through
xaggerated demands of the Left, as
been said but on the proposal for

i
e ough

ity presented by the representatives e M e e
}?g ]E‘Xecutive. ¥ P Comrades, ji it were necessary o S?fn g t0 10%1’011;3?1\8 11(3 (plf@oreli h;wijutgg
he Centre preferred to break off ne- ide every national section it} eXpI'P ident yvhl({) o e S Zezkf’n'
tions and postponed the question of instructions for such action, to advié’l” ! mmisslgnt yaini'ul RS et
ty until the National Congress. And ‘the organisation of a Party, to Supee-“’r 2 MOS dP O e 6
yas there on 17th October that com- the tendencies of a Party, cach par @“? gt ccessary to say a few
Ker made his great speech on this® be able to ask if it were fre ¢, ]Uld- es: ﬂftl e
iect. He stated his case in the follo- after itself, or if it were not menacedo ords abouthe o n o i
g way: “We want to know if the the deprivation of its rights. by feprodi® "yt in order to introduce a
ch Party is not free to choose the “In w.hat does fghe right of g Part t" econgress,e ol A 2
‘who is to direct it”’, This is taken govern itself consist. In the Pl‘esent{ 0§ grious tl}egf %o the report made to me
m the report in “L’Humanité” of the it consisted in that the two fact.: CC.Orlef"s resented by the Internal
th October. then reunited, and which formeg tnhsé , £ 'Laofpthe Party Congress, who;e
At the time when the negotiations had overwhelming majority of the Party i - o5 a youns Comrade. of the

ptary ; i
“ his motion proposed the exclusion

i Sellier—who, 1n truth, deserved
ne grounds that Sellier founded

should have got together to draw
joint list of candidates, agree upon
composition of the Central organs of ¢
PHI‘_U,Y: alld” Lf’v‘Cﬁftht.y t.h:s list fo that on a democratic conception
Party Congress telling them: “Phig g b yas of the Jaures tradition.
what we propose to you; this is whag§eic everyone will agree that it was
we advise you to accept; because in the, "N(;:Zcessqry no qp@.&k“ of Jaures in a
resent period of the threatened LBt NCA55C s MO o
gf our Pgrty this is the best way glgg’a\ ation of this kind, even In an indi-
But they did ot present the €1U6‘Sti0ﬁ manner. Theyl 111;\}1@ a b1:g pol{tlegl
in this manner. After having carried o ,d;gﬁt?f é};ilb‘"l’i;slélllhllbllll(t»j,nmfflpon]?ar%;
negotiations with the Left and with (68 aft§er the Congress.
International as if these bodies were | Abresolution w;:\' ,’,;N”y drawn up.
Institutions “”"’“l“"””%" the (‘I’)g““)’ ang fey transformed it into a factional
sovereignty of the I‘rench Party; andSEes: B ocked: “Are vou for of
after the nerve-racking tumult of the “e.sg’ls%n‘t& .Jufﬁ'v@”trq&\iri/on’b"? TR
Congress 1 an avpet, senct 0By o LG "sion v it
L 1 D8 v S idonot believe that this was to the
World Congress which must df;al with the R o f the memory of Jhus
question as to whether the national PatSsee = & e Pl )
O : o rioht % ’,.tS an J° 3
ggg%tll(fisj(‘h(%?mggglitll:\‘?hg],t%(fg{?()SL1 ¥ ?l have all known Jaures, if not per-
But nobody questioned the right; et least by his political promi-
Y that t}'l- < rioht is realised: We all know him as a monumen-
L sgg tutlh xlb“ “? corr‘n'ad'és did historical figure, who will remain In
E?xie toapro 655( S"cl(r)nthe/ quty Congre g a; one of the most beautiful of
E B, ¢ ) A 7 = :
in the situal?cion into which they had ¢t ecs}i‘;'ﬁ(‘tggs. t;lxm}u we calgoii%rlgg‘\;,
it, that it should affirm and fully realist g A fld 01; g5 S‘&yl R
its solidarity by electing a regular; vancepop esle P _[a iy
cutive Committee. They themselves P Tt guard of oppressed peop
el R rovisional Bxec 3 5,—the Communist International,
%orﬁmittep e gle(ctgd Why? Because b %v01§1n1 to the memory and perso-
themselves had impaired the soverels! aures. Jaures belongs to us

. ; s dare belongs revolutionary parties,
of the Party; and they did not the oppressed peoples and classes.

t been broken off on the initiative of
he Centre, they said to the provincial
lelegates, who were not yet acquainted
ith the proposals of the International:
‘e want to know whether the French
rty is not free to choose the man who
all direct it”.
What does this mean. It was the Centre
vhich carried on negotiations with the
seft for the purpose of deciding the
somposition of the central organs; it
was the Centre which stated tnat these
negotiations could not succeed; it was the
entre which found that the intervention
of the International Executive was needless
“dangerous; and instead of saying: “We
- notin agreement with the other faction
| the personnel of the central organs”, they
ted all kinds of rumours about the
iations, to the effect that “We want
know whether the French Party is not
to choose the man who shall direct
Now this was deaouncing the Left
he one hand and the representatives
the International on the other, on the
that they wanted to deprive the
Party of its right to enjoy autonomy
>arty. This most unjust accusation
v dangerous from the point of view
revalence of nationalist and anti-
ist aspirations.”
a is repeated in the appeal
w Executive Committee
rs of the Centre. The

=

And

period,
acertain papty,
this party,
Jaures,

SR : 4
l)ertltgg hllstory of his political activity is

goo s SHOWN S toonrs ¢y
Cachin and to mysels, mrade Marcel

Before the war the
lCles in the French Sroed;v\(iags il{?t;?nd‘fﬁ;
gadfzr of the other tendency was Jules
suesde, who was also a great and nopl
figure in the history of the French 3
'tl;e international working class movem:gt. :
1ere was a great ficht between Jaures
‘?}nd E{ueSdE; and in this fight, it was
»Isl(;se s( Who was right, as opposed to

This we can never forget. Y

When we are told that we separate
ourselves from the Jaures tradition. this
doe§ not mean that we confide the ’perso-
nality of Jaures and his memory to the
soiled hands of the Dissidents and Refor-
mists. [t only means that there have been
great changes in our policies, . '

We shall fight the survivals of those
prejudices which are now called the
Jaures traditions in the French working
class movement. -

It was a great disservice to the working
class of France to have made a theo-
retical battle out of this incident, as
though communists really could blame
the democratic and socialist traditions of
Jaures.

Lét us peruse once more the books of
Jaures: his “Socialist History of the
Great Revolution”, his book the “New
Army”, his speeches, and one always
feels refreshed by his fine spirit, his
great faith; but, at the same time. one
sees also the great weaknesses which have
characterised the 2nd International. And
we are not the defenders of the weaknesses
and prejudices of the 2nd International,
of this 2nd International which was re-
presented, in its most genial form, by
Jaures. We are not the defenders of
these false ideas; but, on the contrary;
we shall fight against this tradition; we
must fight it and substitute for it com
munist ideology. ;

Comrades, the Large Commission whi
you have appointed to study the Frenc
question, aiter a long and sometimes
passionate discussion, has created a su

In a certain country, in
Y, In a certain tendency of
This is the other aspect of
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I*‘reemaso\nry\ OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
During the discussion ip 4 /Mmlfthe necessity of

3 i
S8 a new o i 5 < i
mission, a New questi z is corrllpt society by means

ymmittee charged with the question of

isation, and with the elaboration of
2 proposed resolution. You have received
our proposal in writing. We were inspired

3

h tlme 5 % -
ok &FOLs, g\“‘argeg confronted with a question which

Py e Ton q wrt can  becom 1 i '
; 0 ideas i ‘ine it up. question of Freemason Se. Tty Unalynd : ) ; ecomp  a lever for bringing about
by tv\\o ideas in drawing it up- _ Dresent has been igm;y dWhle.h Wag ,rushmg lass Stmggleftle?f 1‘>y ichg ‘Pro an efficacious and immediate change in
~ We had to condemn the political errors 4 "5 0" e ed in o, Plog e hich shall itself be led by a  this party.
committted by the faction in power in -u*(;um(-:nt'élon thlis f%?’e Nevep llfw ;’erwt bsollltely independent of bour- There are other important questions:
the French Communist Party, the Centre. ;e; e n lentionedmiluJiﬁt’ and “'r’t‘énlf}’ﬂf,tysgciety- e e the question of the trade unions and the
We must point out the mistakes made the Communist Party ap de Pregg, tﬁsna geolse'y are revolutl?rnagto Othel%\/[ itter  question of the united front. It is on this
by the Daniel-Renoult-Dondical faction.  yolutionary of reformist aéSO in thztin THEY 1" then theéy a?ose Ser br%iﬁrel;z basis that the working class movement
And we must recognise that, wha ever there are a number of tade -t fgndy s to embrac el 1s developing, but the parliamentary tra-
) COmradeg o f fodge nt the master class. dition of the French Party was crystali
the secondary mistakes made by the Left long to the Freemasons €S why yof U represent derstand suct S rench Party was crystalised
facti it is the Left which I roperly = - ! lihho [ 5ipficult to underst Such men-  in the class of deputies, journalists, law-
BOe0n, 1t IS the LELL which nas Property When this fact became Ieyg, pis 0% ich actions. Some comrades yers and intellectuals, and this crystal
represented the International, its ideas, (Qommission, we were sty i I il ity ek 5 of the opinion that wanolkin ery
its suggestions, in the most important ejo rade HPilied, (B0 e arC ; : S constituied, to a certain extent
e e ik and eign comrade could possibly SUppo 0 fof saidi  mmunist must put himself entire- a State within the State.
g&%;l:)lgsofcgﬁg I1;‘111’2n<3h“working class gﬁ)niysiagirﬁtegoﬁgurg : tthe Frencse t‘;at, ;;ﬁrgt e dli(SpqgsaiHOffort %eﬁhg'agrt]ystiitlgg }Ilt %fespetciauy Hie eplelt oL ouner e
2R R é GIYRCOL ontain in jgg Uk work & ' itut-  which is strongly d '
It is this which we haye recognised comrades belonging to Orgarg]saltt's iy st notelj O tures and other organisat-  intellectual elg nirentzveigﬁgge arggggsthgig
in our political resolution. character of which it would he suPlé)I}S thy 1005, ofc: This 1s not the only reason. If sometimes clouded ’by recollections of
With regard to our proposal for orga- to define in a World Communisrthé“ Ohpmmunist 1 musical, if het goes to  various situations through which they
nisation and the make up of the Cenfral &€SS. : 1 e erts and theatres, we cannot expect have passed, and which are at present
organs of the Party, we have endeavoured th'I have tﬁ?d first of all to make they g‘;ﬁl 0 sacriflcet these ple%SUl“eS 1i~f.tha unxltelligible.
to ascertain the relative strength of the ings public in an article j s I on does not require such a sacrifice. vigorous shaking up is required. It
different tendencies and to gadopt the gress organ, th(_a ”Bolshevik“.m Itr}]leoggl* 'f?lﬁimignthe father Qf a'fmmly .and \.vxshes will be})articularly s?xlutzgry in tk(xlis section
composition of the central organs to the to Write this article, I had to seach yif g devote P2t of his life to his children, of the Party, andnot only for the Party,
present situation of the Party. Naturally, Iemory for long - forgotten argumerl?g».‘although we may ask »Hlllch of him, we (which is of course the first consideration)
we do not usually proceed in this manner. —against Ireemasonry, which I hag i ‘cannot‘demand that he should neglect his but for the useful elements which are
We absolutely reject the principle of Ppletely forgotten as an existing fypf glidren. But it 18 not a question of naturally to be found in this leading

proportional representation, because such
a principle always threatens the trans-
formation of a Party into a federation of
factions. It is an encouragement for every
group which wants to create a faction.
It is a very bad institution for a Party
and its activity. :

But we are in a situation which has
been created by a historical past of which
I have said a little—sufficiently I trust—
for you to understand our policy.

Now in this situation we have asked
for proportional representation, for the
Executive Committee and other central
bodies of the Party. The sub-committee
~ which drew up this proposal was compo-

sed of comrades Zetkin, Bordiga, Kolaroff,
Humbert-Droz, Katayama, Manouilsky and
- myself.

The Large Commission, to which we
ave presented the proposal which we
'w up after deep discussion, has una-
nously adopted all proposals, whether
- political or organisational nature;
we ask this Congress to do the same
unanimously conform to the resol-

for the Rights of Man.
is a conmection between !
the Party institutions, the edi
the paper, the Executive Commnl
the Pederal Committee.

I shall not bore you with a re

: Petition gy
these arguments. It is true h°“’eve:§£lin

that in France the liberal bourgess
which has very mediocre leaders andy
very poor press, uses the secret ingfiy
tions of Freemasonry, above all to disguiy
its reactionary character, its perfidy, i
ideas, spirit, and politics. Freemasomy
therefore, is one of its institutions an
instruments.

About a year and a half ago we s
to the French Party: ”One does not s
that chasm which should be createdl
our Press and our speeches between i
Communist Party and the whole of bo
geois society.“ ;

We now see that mot only does Ul
chasm not exist, but there are l)rldgﬁ
ready built to be used in the event
its creation — bridges well constructel:
somewhat camouflaged, these are e
bridges of KFreemasonry, of the [,eagl
In this way thet

torship Od

ke speech®

r

Apparently our friends ma

Freemasonry A%

{tee ol fliy

i) W
vk

hings like that. It is a question of divi-
S his work, his
ife between two
qeeupations. ,_ e :
It you represent this question in this
manner to the working class it will never
mderstand why the [nternational takes
a1 interest in it. We must prove the
gmplete, absolute and implacable incom-
nitibility between the revolutionary spirit
and the spirit of the Masonic petty bour-
seoisie—the instrument of the big bour-
moisie. (Applause).

Unfortunately, this question was not
nised immediatery after the Tours Con-

his
two

and
or

attention
institutions

-‘Ernss. It only came before our commision

lid taken cognisance of these facts; it
mnediately included them im the agendo.
ilits work as facts of the greatest impor-
ance, 3

Weare told that we are exaggerating.
':«’ItI%S still the same thing. It is still
;apeealgrﬁz case wl}lc]} is conthlually Te-
,Bglarmg. Fabre is immortal. Even after
g been killed once by the Com-

{0

w;;g International, he comes up again
lise o l(llnder another name, in another

hdeven in the guise of Freemason.
c e told that we exaggerate. We
o0 the contrary that we are this

section, elements which are certainly too
much influenced by tradition, too con-

* servative and which are thinking of yes-

terday or the day before yesterday instead
of concerning themselves with the future.

Then will come the great shoek, for it
is not a case of the leading section of
the working class. It is a question of
relations, habits, aptitudes and of the
morals of individual comrades belonging
to this leading section.

Many officials of the Party frequent
the Masonic lodges. Naturally, they do
not conceal their communism as they hide
their Free Masonry when they are with
us. They however present their communism
in a garb agreeable to the bourgeois
brothers and adapted to the delicate and
refined senses of this society. Maeter-
linck the poet, said once that by hiding
one’s soul among the astral bodies, one
ends by losing oneself. Well, in a millien -
such as this and having modified one’s
opinions to suit the exquisite taste of
these brothers who are experts in radical
politics, one is likely to lose forever
one’s true character of a revolutionary
communist. ;

This is why this question is so imp
tant as far as the leading sections of
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Yy are concerned. Of course, the Ma-

8

in which it app

%

OF THE COMMUNIST INTEBNATION-AE

on this field, and therefore ersanal one of the mentallit;

{ . Of _ CATS to~dax 1. - an im
ng Committee will immediately rouse  World Congress. g bef"ret ' ; duce into parliament itg i : 5
ine-tenths of official public opinion in Probably? an out-cry i he']V ' ”;ﬁ?st capable representations gllgssp RN fight of the working.
oDl b b5 soon as it will aghinst “the orderse figm jr U0 SR snd ORS00 o ihpicce of g : il el

accomplish the task which we expected  will be great talk agaip abOSc,ow‘ Thsee‘i\ Bapable Ond agpirations, supplementing  Our Work among the Peasants
- to accomlish. We can already foresee of thought,—but of Freem st eyt ishes. 2% ourse by some faithfal ang 1 must ' i :

with a certain amount of revolutionary the same comrades wil] 3185“10 thougohr;1 - el " omrades with a certain amount questiois paIf‘?;z%lax}ly ﬁn el%{'lmn thess G
2 i_gy that these reactionary, Catholic for freedom of thought anq (I)Til_our_ Aggil reliable tion and training. However, the oup work amon fh et G

freemason  circles of the Léon Daudet However, do the comrad cr1ticism‘. f educdt = o majority of our parliamen- Thi e ey .

. ! b @ity ; ades 0L helming ) ; A 1S question was treated at the Paris
type, or of the type of the friends of indulging in polemics for .00 ay e ov@™ 1 icipal and  cantonal [factions Congress in a more diseustin

Heriot, backed by their entire press, will thought and of opinion, conten{e]d g f lard Ignsist of the workers themselves, than all the other uestig(')‘rllz ofg ?}an_nelr
thgow éhelrlnselves against the Internatio- inevitable divergencies Within pm?ée thy | m etci(;lly in Francle t1n view of its cust- that were discussgd at that orlllé?e%;

nal and the Communist Party. And, com- munist rank? Certain] Not., Phae . com i espe™ and habits. 0N i : b .

rades of the Managing (Jomnf(ittee, if you like to include the pa}éii’i(s)té, %]lle 1:, Woylg & oS ideas, : ‘ startedlsg;ssé%& ; -:({e t}]l(lil 1e2ue§%£1nc gﬁz

will come with excuses, and explanations, sons, the propagandists of tpe SaCrPeema.‘ The Press. sald that it would be possible to ,prove
saying that Freemasonry in itself is not of catholicism, the reformists. theed lay; qust put an end to the regime from the letters received from peasants

a badhthi%g’ but that one must noi, d}yide chisﬁs ianddthc s?fndicalists. This ig \31]*'- hﬁl : considers the Dpress as a happy that they were imbued with 2 revolut
one’s heart between the Party and Free- I call freedom of thought. at L whic! - oround for talanted journahsts, lonary spirit, making it im Toper to
masonry because the Party needs the These men, who are Mostly iy it hlﬂ}tlilgl very well for a journalist to be call ‘them “petite bo%rgeoiie,'r’) agd that
;fourquarters. of your heart, you will create lectuals, spend nine-tenths of theip tn;l Itlgl t‘ed» but thv press is nothing but t0  write pamphlets describing  the :
for yourself an intolerable situation. On In bourgeois circles. They are engaont | & mnstrument of our struggle, an instru- Deasant class as petty bourgeoisie would ¢
the contrary, the Party must have the in pursuits which sever them entiggly | nent which must be as autonomous as be doing bad service to the propaganda. =

courage to acknowledge that it has com-
mitted a mistake by tolerating a situa-
tion in which very valuable comrades,
owing to a painful inertia, have helonged

from the working class. Theijr mentalify
is affected by the six days which they
pass in these surroundings. b

They return to their Party on

to Freemason lodges. Having once recog- having forgotten its principles, {hu
nised its mistale, the Party must proclaim endeavour to pick them UD again by
an  implacable struggle against this criticising and especialy by  doubtipg
machine which threatens to envelop the They say that they demand ™ for thems.
revolutionary movement. The League of elves freedom of thought. Then a peg.
the Rights of Man and Freemasonry are lution is passed which is imposed upg

bourgeois institutions which lull the class
consciousness of the representatives of
the French proletariat. We declare sn
implacable war against them because
~ they constitute a secret and perfidious
part of the bourgeois machinery.

I the Managing Committee will act

them. Thereupon, they return to thes
own milicu and the whole story beging
again. These people are amateurs and
dilettanti and among them  thep
are many place hunters.
These must be eliminated.
is nothing bhut a means of

——

The Parly

Sundasg, 1|

A

sssible, representing the 'collective.will Ofrghe Party. e ; :
I workers and reflecting the ideo- : The same objection  was ralse_d by
logy 0t the wm-kl_ng (_:lqss, and not the (Jomrade Renaud Jean and I consider it
- aticular ideas of individuals. necessary to say a few words anent our
from this viewpoint, “le Populaire” “'O,Flk among the peasants, ' i ~
L epresents very adequately the traditions . L€ term ‘petty bourgeoisie 1S Hofeah
RIEPTES arliamentary party insult. It is a scientific term which has
of the pa . = S s its meaning in the fact that the producer
Bhave here briore me a leadingarticle 5o possessor of his means of produc-
i the r“r['h’l)““‘[“_"‘;.‘ P'{ilh 2l v([litm'ia% tion. He is not altogether divorced from
mment. The chief editor says: “I must S PR i i .
igmind the readers of the “Populaire” his means of production, and he is there

B ity or e fore not a wage labourer. ;
fhat the responsibility for the 0pinions This is what the term *petty hourgeoi-
expressed in leading articles appearing

: : : sie’ means.

in the paper rests entirely with the auth- If in the course of a propagandist's
b us of these articles. . speech—not a scientific lecture—a peasant
Such are their habits; the responsibility

with such implacable energy in this
matter, it will rouse against itself the
 dissidents, the Leon Blums and the
Catholics who will defend the Freemasons.
eemasonry will have some catholic
communications, in order to pronounce
- malediction against the communists.
Party will have against itself quite
xture of the bourgeoisie of all shades.
he Communist Party will remain
hly opposed to all this political
, this deceit of bourgeois society,

olutionary bloc which defends
eme interests of the proletariat.

post or a mandate.

down that nine-tenths of the public elets
tive

even by working men who have becomt
party officials, but by
still ‘either in the workshop or at e
lough.
2 The working class must be shown that
hitherto it was deceived, and that‘the
various parties which used it'asasg)ml)g
hoard for making a career. We must %m‘
explain to the working class that i

inced that if you administer Party look upon the P‘r“‘.'h“”“”]ml;yon 3
shock, you will find that as part and parcel of its revolull

months your Party field.

b ig the
nt position” from that It is the working class which 15!

obtaining & §
It is for this reason that we have laid¥

posts, which the Party may seCurts
must be held by working men, and nobsg

those who aré:

should ask me: ‘Am a petty bourgeois?
b the articles rests only with their T would tell him—and I believe it would
§ writers. The workers are asked to cont- ot be a shock for him to be told So—
{ thute their pennies to a newspaper which that one often meets with peasants who
W advertises its socialism and which makes eannot be distinguished from the prole-
{ lLa generat rule that no one is respon- tariat except by their possessing the
fible for the Ieading articles but the means of production, which causes them
ititers of these articles. to be more individualistic than  th
Now, with us the party takes the workers. ) :
tesponsibility for the ;11-t]j(<1(‘3. The journa- I take this experience to be proper an:
Should be anony